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1. " Applicant's election of Invention I, including claims 1-14 
and 18-30, is hereby acknowledged. Applicant is required to 
cancel non-elected claims in the next correspondence. 

Non-Art Rejections: 

2. The following is a quotation of the second paragraph of 35 
U.S.C. 112: 

The specification shall conclude with one or more - 
claims particularly pointing out and distinctly 
claiming the subject matter which the applicant 
regards as his invention. 

3. Claims 1-14 and 18-30 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 112, 
second paragraph, as being indefinite for failing to 
particularly point out and distinctly claim the subject matter 
which applicant regards as the invention. 

The following language lacks proper antecident basis : 

In claim 1, line 10, "said connection fee calculation 
means'', it is not clear as whether it refers to "network 
connection fee calculation means". 

In claim 14, line 10, " the line connection fee". 

In claim 18, line 8, " the line connection fee". 

In claim 23, line 8, "the line connection fee". 
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Art Rejections: 

4. The following is a quotation of the appropriate paragraphs 
of 35 U.S.C. 102 that form the basis for the rejections under 
this section made in this Office action: 

A person shall be entitled to a patent unless - 
(e) the invention was described in— 

(1) an application for patent, published under section 
122(b), by another filed in the United States before the 
invention by the applicant for patent, except that an 
international application filed under the treaty defined in 
section 351(a) shall have the effect under this subsection 
of a national application published under section 122 (b) 
only if the international application designating the 
United States was published under Article 21(2) (a) of such 
treaty in the English language; or 

(2) a patent granted on an application for patent by 
another ' filed in the United States before the invention by 
the applicant for patent, except that a patent shall not be 
deemed filed in the United States for the purposes of this 
subsection based on the filing of an international 
application filed under the treaty defined in section 
351(a) . 

5. Claims 1, 3-8, 10-12, 14, 18 and 20-23 are rejected under 
35 U.S.C. 102(e) as being clearly anticipated by Bauer et al, 
U.S. pat. No. 6, 061,436. 

Per claim 1, Bauer discloses a system for providing voice 
and data services to customers comprising: 

a) a relaying means (11, fig. 1) for relaying a network 
connection from a user terminal (10, fig. 1) to or through an 
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access point (14, fig. 1) via a network (e.g., Internet 13) ( see 
col 4, lines 8-26 and 49-58 ) ; 

b) a monitoring means for monitoring the network connection from 
the user through the access point ( col 5, lines 6-35 ) ; and 

c) a network connection fee calculation means for calculating a 
network connection fee for the user based on a monitoring result 
of said monitoring means, wherein said connection fee 
calculation means comprises: 

i) a line connection fee calculation means for calculating 
and recording a line connection fee (fee schedule and billing) 
for a line connection made by the user to said access point 
based on user signal source information, which is provided from 
a telephone company ( col 6, lines 6-21 and 61-67 ) ; and 

ii) a charge amount calculation means for calculating a 
charge amount for the user based on the line connection fee, 
calculated by said line connection fee calculation means ( see 
col 9, lines 33-40 ) . 

Per claims 3-4 and 6, Bauer teaches providing an indicator 
to indicate that the call receiver is responsible for the line 
connection fee ( see col 7, line 50 - col 8, line 6 ) . It is noted 
that either the source or access point could have one or more 
different numbers. 
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Per claims 5 and 7, Bauer teaches calculating the line 
connection fee according to distance between the signal source 
and the access point, e.g., local call or toll long-distance 
call ( see col 9, lines 41-67 ) . 

Per claim 8, Bauer teaches a certificating means for 
verifying user billing account and selecting a billing type 
based on service contract ( see col 6, lines 27-52 ) . 

Per claims 10 and 14, Bauer teaches computing charges by 
multiplying connection time by a predetermined fixed rate, e.g., 
per minute cost ( col 7, lines 32-40 ) . 

Per claims 11-12, Bauer teaches allowing charges to be 
applied partly or wholly to other party, e.g., variable cost 
( col 7, lines 40-49 ) . 

Claims 18 and 20-23 are similar in scope as that of claims 
1, 3-8, 10-12 and 14. 



6. The following is a quotation of 35 U.S.C. 103(a) which 
forms the basis for all obviousness rejections set forth in 
this Office action: 

(a) A patent may not be obtained though the invention is 
not identically disclosed or described as set forth in 
section 102 of this title, if the differences between the 
subject matter sought to be patented and the prior art are 
such that the subject matter as a whole would have been 
obvious at the time the invention was made to a person 
having ordinary skill in the art to which said subject 
matter pertains. Patentability shall not be negatived by 
the manner in which the invention was made. 
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7. This application currently names joint inventors- In 
considering patentability of the claims under 35 U.S.C. 103(a), 
the examiner presumes that the subject matter of the various 
claims was commonly owned at the time any inventions covered 
therein were made absent any evidence to the contrary. 
Applicant is advised of the obligation under 37 CFR 1.56 to 
point out the inventor and invention dates of each claim that 
was not commonly owned at the time a later invention was made in 
order for the examiner to consider the applicability of 3 5 
U.S.C. 103(c) and potential 35 U.S.C. 102(e), (f) or (g) prior 
art under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) . 

8. Claims 2, 9, 13, 19 and 24-27 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 
103(a) as being unpatentable over Bauer and further in view of 
Short , U.S. pat. No. 6,789,110. 

Per claim 2, Bauer teaches that voice/data services can be 
conducted via different types of network connections ( see Bauer 
in col 4, lines 55-67 ) . Bauer does not explicitly teach 
computing a charge based upon network connection type. Such fee 
calculation based upon network connection type is well known in 
the art as disclosed by Short. Particularly, Short teaches 
enabling user to select different types of network bandwidths 
and/or network connections for delivering data services to users 
and to compute cost based on the selected bandwidth or 
connection ( see Short in col 11, lines 1-20 ) . 

It would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the 
art at the time the invention was made to modify Bauer with 
Short ' s teaching because it would have enabled Bauer to provide 



data services over different types of network connections. 
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Per claims 9, 13 and 19, Bauer does not teach computing 
network connection/usage fee based on the connection time. The 
use of per-minute cost fee schedule for data services is well 
known in the art as disclosed by Short ( see Short in col 11, 
lines 1-20 ) . 

It would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the 
art at the time the invention was made to utilize such time- 
based calculation in Bauer because it would have enabled the 
system to properly compute network connection charges for data 
services, e.g., multimedia delivery. 

It would have been further obvious to one of ordinary skill 
in the art to recognize combination of the network connection 
fees and line connection fees into a consolidated customer bill 
in Bauer because it would have enabled the customers to pay for 
data services by phone bill ( see Bauer in col 4, lines 1-7 ) . 

Per claims 24-27, Short also teaches using user's profile 
and/or geographical region of the access point to deliver local 
and customized contents to the user ( see Short in col 13, lines 
3-57) . 



9. Claims 28-30 are not rejected on art. 
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Conclusion : 

10. Any inquiry concerning this communication or earlier 
coniiTiuni cations from the exaidinsr should b<5 directed to Viet Vu 
whose telephone number is 571-272-3977. The examiner can 
normally be reached on Monday through Thursday from 8:00am to 
4:00pm. 

If attempts to reach the examiner by telephone are 
unsuccessful, the examiner's supervisor, John Follansbee, can be 
reached on 571-272-3964. 

Information regarding the status of an application may be 
obtained from the Patent Application Information Retrieval 
(PAIR) system. Status information for published applications may 
be obtained from either Private PAIR or Public PAIR. Status 
information for unpublished applications is available through 
Private PAIR only. For more information about the PAIR system, 
see http://pair-direct.uspto.gov. Should you have questions on 
access to the Private PAIR system, contact the Electronic 
Business Center (EBC) at 866-217-9197 (toll-free) . 
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